the sovereign responsibility of the Reput> 
lie to find it out.” 

Such is fantasy. But it happens that Mr. 
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Lowenstein, reviewing the work of addi- 
tional skeptics, has detected anomalies in 
he State’s case. There are not, in my off- 
hand opinion, the stuff on the basis of 
which one reverses one’s judgment. 

But what is singular about them is that 
the mere firing of one bullet from Sirhan's 
gun could conceivably put them to rest. 
The Los Angeles prosecutor declines to 
fire the gun, on the grounds that the ballis- 
tics experts could then still be disagreed 
about the fatal bullet’s provenance, leav- 
ing the personal guilt of Sirhan as though 

it was attached to perpetual historical 
ambiguity. 

Lowenstein replies that, on the con- 
trary, at least by firing the gun the police 
might rescue their case from where it now 
sits - precisely in perpetual doubt. My 
own feeling is that Mr. Lowenstein’s advo- 
cacy of the double gun theory alone 
makes it serious and worth examining. He 
is a responsible man, distinctly of another 
breed from the Mark Lanes. I hope he will 
prevail in Los Angeles. 



